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Abstract

Reasonable assessment of the environmental benefits of integrating forest products into global value chains (GVCs) is
important to promote sustainable development. Based on the forest product sector data for 41 countries from 2002 to 2014,
this paper explores the impact of GVC participation on carbon embodied in exports using the 2008 financial crisis, a quasi-
natural experiment of negative global value chain shocks. We found that deepening backward participation in forest
product value chains led to more substantial increases in carbon emissions than did forward participation. Countries with
large decreases in GVC participation reduced more carbon embodied in forest product exports after the financial crisis
(relative to countries with small decreases) through a larger reduction in the scale of forest product exports, and a decrease
in the growth rate of capital-intensive products as a result of the relative decline in capital investment. They increased the
embodied carbon of exports through a decrease in the growth rate of skilled personnel. Strengthening the technology effect
of GVCs with the guidance of skilled forestry personnel is a key way to decrease exported embodied carbon.

A Global Value Chain (GVC) is a transnational pro-
duction network involving cross-border production chain
activities that link production, processing, distribution, and
recycling across regions (UNIDO 2002). With the devel-
opment of GVCs, the threshold for countries to participate
in globalization has been significantly lowered, removing
the need for countries to establish a complete production
capacity from upstream inputs to downstream final products
and after-sales services (Xing et al. 2021). However, in acade-
mia, the environmental consequences of industry sector par-
ticipation in GVCs are controversial (Achabou et al. 2017,
Liu et al. 2018). Meng et al. (2018) found that carbon emis-
sions along GVCs account for a large proportion of total
global CO2 emissions. Measurements and research related to
the “carbon footprint” of the GVC of the forest products sec-
tor are also increasing (Lv et al. 2013, Gu et al. 2014, Peng
et al. 2022). The unique carbon storage function of the forest
products sector plays a crucial role in mitigating climate
change, yet it still emits carbon to varying degrees during its
participation in global production and processing, which con-
sequently reduces the carbon sink effect (Wang et al. 2014).
Domestic products are exported, absorbed and consumed
abroad, and the carbon emissions generated in the production
process are denoted as export-embodied carbon (Canton

2021). Meanwhile, this paper focuses on wood forest products
(hereinafter referred to as “forest products”), including wood,
products of wood, cork, paper products, and printing.
Measuring the value added and carbon embodied in a coun-
try’s exports in a particular sector to other countries is neces-
sary because trade policies or environmental barriers are
often implemented by importing countries based on specific
export sectors (or products; Borin and Mancini 2019).
The Americas and Europe are rich in forest resources and

have strong capacity in the processing of forest products.
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These two regions are also important players or even dominant
players in the global value chain of forest products. Germany
and Italy, together with China, have the widest range of forest
product trading partners and are at the core of the value chain
network, playing an important “hub” role. In contrast, Central
Asian countries have a smaller share and are at the edge of the
forest products trade network (Wu et al. 2022). According to
Guo et al. (2022), Japan, Australia, South Korea, Israel, and
the United Kingdom are the 5 countries with the highest GVC
position index of forest products among the 44 countries (Fig.
1). The participation of different countries in global value
chains according to their comparative advantages has pro-
moted the redistribution of production factors, but has also led
to the transfer of global carbon emissions among different
countries and sectors. According to the empirical results of Li
et al. (2022), carbon emissions related to GVCs account for
26.2 percent of the world’s total carbon emissions in 2015.
Shrestha and Sun (2019) revealed carbon emissions from
international trade in forest products to account for approxi-
mately 25 percent of total emissions from production activi-
ties, and the intensity of emissions in developing countries is
usually much higher than in developed countries. Clarifying
the effects and impact mechanisms of a country’s participation
in global value chains on the embodied carbon of the forest
product sector exports is necessary for policy makers commit-
ted to the sustainable development of the forest industry.
This paper examines the effect of GVC participation on

embodied carbon in forest product exports. Endogeneity must
be considered in this process. For example, a positive correla-
tion between GVC participation and carbon emissions is deter-
mined by regression; it is not appropriate to conclude that
higher participation of the former will necessarily lead to
higher values of the latter. This is because places with high

carbon emissions may be the very areas where production
plants are concentrated and foreign direct investment (FDI)
inflows are higher, leading to a greater participation in the
GVC division of the labor system and a two-way causal rela-
tionship. In addition, the problem of omitted variables has to be
accounted for, particularly for those variables that are related to
the explanatory variables yet are unobservable, and once omit-
ted, can cause endogeneity problems. The potential academic
contribution of this paper lies in using the impact of the “finan-
cial crisis” on forest products GVCs as a quasi-natural experi-
ment to mitigate the endogeneity problem and to assess the
direct impact, mechanism, and heterogeneity of GVC participa-
tion on the embodied carbon of forest products exports.

Literature Review
This paper builds on the existing literature in the area of

embodied carbon and global value chains in forest products
trade, including the similar but different areas described in
the following:

Literature on themeasurement methods and
analysis of influencing factors of embodied
carbon in the trade of forest products

The Multi-Regional Input–Output (MRIO) model approach
is increasingly applied by scholars to measure the carbon asso-
ciated with forest product trade embodied carbon (Shrestha and
Sun 2019, Peng et al. 2022). Unlike the single-region input–out-
put model, the MRIO model assumes that the production tech-
nologies of imported and domestic products are distinct, which
is more suitable for studying environmental issues related to
international trade and can track trade-related emissions. The
Antweiler, Copeland, and Taylor modeling framework, referred
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Figure 1.—Distribution of GVC position for forest products between developed and developing countries in 2008 and 2018. (See
Appendix A for country abbreviations).
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to as “ACT theory,” contains scale, structural, and technological
effects and is used as the basic theory of trade impacts on cli-
mate change (Tamiotti et al. 2009).

Studies on the accounting of indicators of global
value chains for forest products and the
relationship with trade crises

Academics have proposed a series of indicators to measure
the degree of GVC participation (Hummels et al. 2001, Dau-
din et al. 2011, Wang et al. 2017), and many studies have
gradually employed value-added trade decomposition methods
to measure forest products GVC participation (Xiong et al.
2019, Hou and Li 2020). However, the specific measures
adopted tend to be heterogeneous, and the judgment results
are not entirely consistent. In recent studies, scholars have
begun to focus on how forest product GVC networks are
affected by external shocks such as epidemics (Li et al. 2023,
Zhou et al. 2022), providing relevant research on the relation-
ship between trade crises and forest products GVCs.

Research on the impact of GVCs on the trade
embodied carbon of forest products and the
underlying mechanisms

Studies have examined global environmental issues, such as
trade embodied carbon, based on the GVC perspective. A group
of studies has shown that participation in GVCs can prevent
environmental degradation and save energy (Khattak et al. 2015,
Achabou et al. 2017). Participation in GVCs leads firms to
reduce pollution emissions from production and exports in partic-
ipating countries through economies of scale, diversity of inter-
mediate inputs, and quality improvements (Baldwin and Yan
2014), which drive technological progress in participating value
chain industries. Other studies suggest that participation in GVCs
leads to environmental degradation (Liu et al. 2018). Meng et al.
(2015) and Spaiser et al. (2019) argue that most developing
countries, such as China, join GVCs and in the early stages of
development export large amounts of final products, generating
large CO2 emissions, which makes poorer countries bear the cost
of natural consumption. Fei et al. (2020) introduced an aggregate
trade accounting approach to construct a GVC impact index and
found that the impact of GVC division on embodied carbon
emissions increases with deeper GVC participation.

Analysis in the field of forest products

Scholars have calculated the distribution of the carbon foot-
print in the industry chain within the forest products industry,
the industry chain outside the forest products industry, and the
trade chain of forest product exports (Lv et al. 2013, Gu et al.
2014). Limited studies have been performed on the relation-
ship between GVC and the trade embodied carbon of forest
products (Xie et al. 2021). Hou et al. (2022) attributed the
high trade embodied carbon to the low-end embedding of the
global value chain due to the participation of the Chinese for-
est industry in international division.
The existing literature provides important insights for this

paper, yet there is still room for progress. First, the endogeneity
of GVC participation and embodied carbon in forest product
exports are yet to be addressed. Second, there is currently no
sufficient evidence to support the theoretical mechanism. This
paper examines the relationship between GVC and export-
embodied carbon from a counterfactual perspective, using the

2008 financial crisis as a quasi-natural experiment as an instru-
mental variable for GVC participation. We focus on industry-
level impact mechanisms and channels. This paper also investi-
gates how GVC participation affects carbon embodied in
exports and confirms that GVC participation brings combined
effects of scale, structure, and technology on carbon embodied
in forest product exports.

Theory and Methodology

Theoretical analysis

Researchers have demonstrated that international trade has a
significant impact on environmental emissions through scale,
structure, and technology effects (Grossman and Krueger 1991,
Cheng et al. 2018). With the development of GVCs, these three
effects are used to elucidate the impact mechanism of GVC par-
ticipation on carbon emissions (Li and Peng 2011) or carbon
efficiency (Sun and Du 2020). The impact mechanisms ana-
lyzed in this paper are reflected in the following three aspects:
The first mechanism is the scale effect, denoting the promo-

tion of the scale effect of exported embodied carbon following
an increased participation in global value chains. Deeper par-
ticipation in global value chains in the industrial sector implies
the further opening of international trade. This will inevitably
lead to the expansion of the scale of economic activities and
requires the consumption of large amounts of traditional
resources such as fossil fuels, which consequently increases
export-embodied carbon (Xie and Zhao 2016). Overall, green-
house gas emissions generated from the production of forest
products are dominated by CO2 from fuel combustion, which
is inextricably linked to the carbon contribution of other indus-
tries outside the chain (Gu et al. 2014). Specifically, increased
participation in forwarding GVC (the share of intermediate
inputs in the composition of exports to other countries) means
an increase in domestic value-added exports to downstream
links, leading to an expansion of total exports, which will
increase the demand for natural resources in industrial produc-
tion, intensify energy consumption, lead to increased carbon
emissions, and pose a threat to the environment. If a country’s
industrial sector is located downstream of the production and
final demand chain, further deepening backward GVC partici-
pation (the share of components from other countries in the
country’s exports of forest products) will drive an increase in
total exports and carbon emissions.
The second mechanism is the structural effect, which can

be viewed both from the perspective of industrial structure and
factor use structure. The former is more applicable to national
macro-level analysis, but this paper analyzes the forest prod-
ucts industry from the meso-level, so it focuses on changes in
the factor use structure. From the perspective of factor
structure, when other conditions are the same, a capital-
intensive industrial sector in a capital-rich country will
have a dirtier product export mix (Bruneau 2008). The
deeper the global value chain, the more investment that
will be attracted and the per capita capital increased,
which will lead to more production and export of capital-
intensive products and an increase in carbon emission.
The third mechanism is the technology effect. It is gener-

ally believed that technological effects will inhibit carbon
emissions and that a country’s industry participation in the
global value chain division can affect technological pro-
gress through foreign direct investment, technology authori-
zation, and technology spillovers (Glachant et al. 2013).
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Higher GVC forward participation means higher demand
for technical talent to meet the needs of senior researchers
and designers in upstream sectors of product design and
development. Higher technology can improve production
efficiency and energy efficiency, reduce dependence on
energy consumption, and thus limit the increase in carbon
embodied in exports.

Quasi-natural experimental selection

In order to determine a suitable instrumental variable to
mitigate the endogeneity problem, this paper considers
financial crisis as an instrumental variable for GVC
shocks. First, the financial crisis is independent of export
embodied carbon because it is an external event that can-
not be predicted in advance and does not change as a
result of the increase or decrease of environmental pollut-
ants. Second, the largest trade contraction since World
War II occurred during the financial crisis in 2008. Each
national industry and firm that participates in the interna-
tional division of labor and gains trade benefits through
comparative advantage also bears the transmission risk of
any economic crisis (Acemoglu et al. 2012). This risk
increases incrementally as the value chain lengthens and
expands (Giovanni et al. 2018). In 2009, the exports of
major intermediate goods from US forest products were
severely affected, with particleboard down by 45.58 per-
cent, veneer down by 30.99 percent, and plywood down
by 26.17 percent. This accounts for a proportional decline
greater than that of China (Wu et al. 2014). In terms of the
impact suffered by China’s furniture industry, the income
of its upstream suppliers of wood raw materials in South-
east Asia also was quickly affected by the ripple effect.
Supply chain products with different division of labor
positions, such as log products relative to the upstream
end and plywood products relative to the downstream end,
tend to exhibit significantly different declines following
trade shocks (Huang et al. 2012). In this paper, we assess
the contagion and propagation of trade shocks in terms of
changes in the degree of participation of a country’s
industry in the global value chain system. Thus, the differ-
ences in GVC participation of forest products across
countries provide a natural experiment for this paper to
adopt the financial crisis as an instrumental variable for
GVC shocks.

Measurementmodel settings

Baseline regression model setting.—In order to test the
effect of global value chain participation in forest products
on exported embodied carbon, the following was used:

lnCO2it ¼ b0 þ b1GVCit þ b2Zit
0 þ ki þ lt þ eit (1)

where i and t represent country and year, respectively; lnCO2it

is the logarithm of export embodied carbon; GVCit represents
GVC participation; ki represents country fixed effects, lt rep-
resents time fixed effects, and eit is the error term. Z0it is a
series of variables representing time-varying forest industry
characteristics and country characteristics. To ensure that the
coefficient b1 on the core variable GVCit is an unbiased esti-
mator, an assumption needs to be satisfied: GVCit and the
error term eit are uncorrelated after controlling for all control
variables. To address this identification problem, this paper

uses the 2008 financial crisis as an instrumental variable (IV)
for GVCs to identify the effect on carbon embodied in forest
product exports.

Based on the value chain data of forest product-related sec-
tors in the University of International Business and Economics
GVC (UIBE GVC) database in China and the Organization
for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) data-
base, countries with previously high GVC participation experi-
enced a greater decrease in participation in the wake of the
financial crisis shock. Therefore, the sample countries were
classified into a treatment group (countries with large changes
in GVC participation) and a control group (countries with
small changes in GVC participation; Table 1).

The different levels of value chain participation in these
countries and the timing of the financial crisis (i.e., 2008)
allow us to perform differences-in-differences estimations.
More specifically, we compare the change in the embodied
carbon of forest product exports in 2008 for countries with
large changes in GVC participation (treatment group) with
those with small changes in GVC participation (control
group) over the same period. The first stage equation for IV
estimation described as follows:

GVCit ¼ b0 þ gtreatmenti 3 crisist þ /Zit
0 þ ki þ lt þ nit

(2)

where treatmenti indicates whether country i belongs to
the treatment group, 1 if yes, 0 otherwise; crisist indicates
before and after the financial crisis, 1 from 2009 to 2014
and 0 from 2002 to 2008; nit is the error term.

Model settings for mechanism tests.—The growth
effect of the trade scale on pollution emissions, factor
structure effect, energy saving, and the emission reduction
effects of technological progress have previously been
reported (Grossman and Krueger 1991, Chen 2009, Gong
2013). This paper focuses on testing whether the core
explanatory variable GVCpt_ f (the share of intermediate
inputs in the composition of exports to other countries)
will have an impact on the intermediate variables, and con-
sequently on the level of embodied carbon in forest prod-
uct exports. The mechanism test model constructed in this
paper is as follows:

Scait ¼ b0 þ b1GVCit þ b2Zit
0 þ ki þ lt þ eit (3)

Strit ¼ b0 þ b1GVCit þ b2Zit
0 þ ki þ lt þ eit (4)

Techit ¼ b0 þ b1GVCit þ b2Zit
0 þ ki þ lt þ eit (5)

Table 1.—Country grouping.

Treatment group France, Germany, Bulgaria, Switzerland, Canada,

Croatia, Denmark Japan, China, Australia, Brazil,

Norway, Greece, Spain Indonesia, UK, Slovakia,

USA, Italy, Finland

Control group Portugal, Sweden, Poland, Latvia, Czech Republic,

Slovenia, Austria Netherlands, Malta, Hungary,

Belgium, Estonia, Lithuania, Ireland Korea, Russia,

Mexico, Cyprus, India, Turkey, Romania
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Intermediate variables: the scale effect is measured by the
logarithm of total forest product exports (Sca); the structural
effect is measured by the “capital-to-labor ratio in the forest
product sector (Str)”; and the “share of higher education
(Tech)” measures the technology effect, which indirectly
reflects the average level of skilled personnel in the industry
(Shi et al. 2022). The explanatory variable GVCit, the set of
control variables Z0it, and the rest of the model have the same
definitions as in the baseline regression model.

Variables and Data

Explained variables

From the bilateral trade of a particular industry, com-
bined with the MRIO model and based on the literature of
Peng and Zhang (2016), the embodied carbon in the export
of a particular industry from country i to country r is

CO2ir ¼ fi I � Aið Þ�1
Eir ¼ fiBiEir (6)

where Eir is the column vector of industry-specific exports
from country i to country r, and fi is the industry-specific car-
bon intensity vector for country i (carbon emissions per unit of
output), and both are diagonalized matrices. B ¼ (I � A)�1 is
the inverse Leontief matrix. Products are divided into interme-
diate and final goods in the global value chain division system
and Xi is the total output column vector for a particular industry
in country i. Then the composition of the total output is shown
in equation (7).

Xi ¼ AiiXi|ffl{zffl}
Domestic intermediate goods

þ
X

r 6¼i
AirXr|fflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}

Export of intermediate goods

þ Yii|{z}
Domestic final product

þ
X

r 6¼i
Yir|fflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflffl}

Export of final products

(7)

In terms of total sectoral trade, according to equations (6)
and (7), the equation for measuring the embodied carbon in the
total exports of industry in country i can be obtained.

CO2i ¼ fiBiEi ¼ fiBi

X
r 6¼i

AirXr|fflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}
Carbon embodied in intermediate exports

0
@

1
A

þ fiBi

X
r 6¼i

Yir|fflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflffl}
Carbon embodied in final exports

(8)

Core explanatory variables

The measurement of GVC participation in forest products
relies on the forward and backward decomposition of the sec-
toral value added. Forward decomposition, which corresponds
to the decomposition of value added on the production side,
reflects how the GDP of each country sector is used to satisfy
domestic and foreign final demand. Based on the decomposi-
tion model of Wang et al. (2017) and the input–output model,
the decomposition of value-added production in the national
industry sector contains the following five components:

SVA¼ bVLssYss|fflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflffl}
VApdp

þ bVLss
X
r 6¼s

Ysr

|fflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}
VArtp

þ bVLss
X
r 6¼s

AsrLrrYrr

|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}
VAsgvc

þ bVLss
X
r 6¼s

Asr

X
u

ðBruYusÞþbVLss
X
r 6¼s

Asr

�X
u

�
Bru

X
t 6¼s

Yut

�
�LrrYrr

�
|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}

VAcgvc

(9)

where bV is the value-added diagonal matrix, Lss ¼ (I � Ass)
�1,

Ass is the consumption coefficient matrix within country s; Asr
is the consumption coefficient matrix from country r to country
s; The total output is denoted as: X ¼ (I � A)�1Ysr ¼ BYsr,
where B is the Leontief inverse matrix and Ysr is the final
demand from country r to country s.
VApdp represents the domestic value-added production used

to satisfy domestic final demand; VArtp represents the domestic
value added in the export of final products, which does not
involve a production abroad and is part of traditional or Ricar-
dian trade. VAsgvc is the domestic value added in exports of
intermediate goods that are directly absorbed by the importer
(simple GVC activity). VAcgvc is the domestic value added
embodied in exports of intermediate goods that are used by the
importer to produce exports (complex GVC activity) and con-
tains two categories: (1) domestic value added in exports of
intermediate goods that are first exported and then repatriated,
and (2) those representing the domestic value added in exports
of intermediate goods that are absorbed by third countries.
Based on the above decomposition of value added of

national industry sectors, the share of the value-added com-
ponent with intermediate goods crossing borders is defined
as the forward participation in global value chains, denoted
by GVCpt_ f, and measured by

GVCpt f ¼ GVCpt f s þ GVCpt f c ¼ VAsgvc

SVA
þ VAcgvc

SVA
(10)

Backward decomposition corresponds to the decomposition
of value added on the demand side and reflects the sources of
final goods and services produced in the country sector. Simi-
lar to the above decomposition of value-added production in
the country sector, final product production at the country sec-
tor level can be decomposed into five components:

Y|{z}
FG

¼VsLssYss|fflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflffl}
DVApdp

þ VsLss
X
r 6¼s

Ysr

|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}
DVArtp

þ
X
r 6¼s

VrLrrArsLssYss

|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}
DVAcgvc

þ Vs

X
r 6¼s

BsrArsLss
� �

Ys

|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}
FVAsgvc

þ
X
r 6¼s

Vr

X
u 6¼s

BruAusLss
� �

Ys�
X
r 6¼s

VrLrrArsLssYss
� �
|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}

FVAcgvc

(11)

where, DVApdp is domestic value added directly, created by
producing domestically consumed final products; DVArtp is

FORESTPRODUCTS JOURNAL Vol. 73, No. 3 283

http://prime-pdf-watermark.prime-prod.pubfactory.com/ | 2024-12-25



domestic value added directly, created by producing final
products for export; DVAcgvc is domestic value added,
returned and consumed domestically (complex GVC activi-
ties); FVAsgvc is partner value added directly, created in pro-
duction of domestically consumed products (simple GVC
activities); FVAcgvc is foreign value added, created in pro-
duction of final products, except FVAsgvc (complex GVC
activities).
Based on the above decomposition of final product pro-

duction in the national industry sectors, the share of the
value-added component with intermediate goods crossing
borders is defined as the backward participation in global
value chains, denoted by GVCpt_b, and measured by

GVCpt b ¼ GVCpt b s þ GVCpt b c

¼ FVAsgvc

FG
þ DVAcgvc þ FVAcgvc

FG
(12)

Control variables

At the industry level, ren is the proportion of renewable
energy consumption in the forest products sector to total
sectoral energy. Increasing the consumption of fossil energy
sources such as coal can significantly increase carbon emis-
sions, whereas substituting the use of renewable energy
consumption can effectively reduce carbon emissions. We
use coal to represent the share of fossil energy of total
energy consumption in the forest products sector. The vari-
able emp represents the number of people employed in the
forest product sector. The more inputs, the more labor-
intensive the industry is, and the more the industry can
undertake midstream and downstream processes such as
production and assembly, which have relatively high carbon
emissions (Liddle 2015).
In terms of energy efficiency, cie represents carbon emis-

sions per unit of energy consumed and is used to measure
the average energy efficiency of a country across sectors,
which can affect the green productivity of the forest product
sector. Improving energy efficiency is one of the most
effective ways to address climate change and reduce sec-
toral emissions (Yao et al. 2021).
From a macro-aggregation perspective, the annual growth

rate of GDP per capita, denoted pergdp, is used to measure
the level of economic development of a country. Research
has determined a significant relationship between environ-
ment and growth (Grossman and Krueger 1991). urbpopr
denotes the growth rate of the urban population. The
expansion of urban population represents the growth of
urbanization and therefore affects energy consumption and
the demand for forest products. One view is that agglomer-
ation has scale and spillover effects that can increase pro-
ductivity levels, which exacerbate environmental pollution
(Zhang and Wang 2014). Other researchers believe that
agglomeration reduces pollution emissions through posi-
tive externalities and improvements in technology levels
(Chen and Hu 2008).

Data sources

The country sample is selected based on the top export
value of forest products in terms of value added and data
availability. Considering the interference of other trade
shock events, such as China’s admission to the World Trade

Organization (WTO) in 2001 and Sino–US trade friction in
2018, and considering that the industry-level control vari-
ables data are from the World Input–Output Database
(WIOD; which is only updated to 2014), the sample period
is 2002 to 2014 in this study. The 41 countries’ embodied
carbon data for forest product exports are obtained from the
OECD database and calculated by equation (8). The global
value chain–related index of forest products is calculated
using the OECD Inter-Country Input–Output Tables and
UIBEGVC database and equations (10) and (12). The sec-
toral classification data are taken from the OECD database
for D16 (wood and its products) and D17T18 (paper and its
products). The data for the three intermediate variables
(Sca, Str and Tech) are obtained from the UIBEGVC-
OECD database, the WIOD socio-economic accounts, and
the World Development Indicators (WDI) database of the
World Bank, respectively. The control variables energy effi-
ciency cie, pergdp, and urbpopr are taken from WDI data-
base, and industry-level data energy structure ren, coal, and
the number of employees emp are taken from the environ-
mental accounts and socioeconomic accounts of the WIOD.
Descriptive statistics of the relevant variables are shown in
Table 2.

Results

Analysis of indicator measurement results

A sample of 10 countries that ranked among the top global
value added of forest products in 2014 was taken as the sam-
ple for the analysis. In the 10 countries from 2002 to 2014
(Fig. 2), there is a significant decline in the forward GVC
participation of forest products in Indonesia and Canada,
while the other 8 countries were relatively stable. However,
in terms of specific years and countries, after the financial cri-
sis in 2008, there were relatively few fluctuations in the for-
ward GVC participation of forest products in China, Japan,
Canada, and Germany, while the forward GVC participation
of forest products in Indonesia decreased. The forward GVC
participation in forest products in Italy increased after the
financial crisis. The gap between the forward GVC participa-
tion of forest products in these countries converged.

The backward participation of forest product GVCs
increased in most countries before 2008 (Fig. 3), except in
Canada, Indonesia, and China. There was a consistent turning
point in 2008 and, except for Canada, all countries’ forest
industries were affected by the financial crisis. Developed
countries strengthened their control of the downstream forest
products value chain by redeveloping forestry manufacturing.
As shown in Figure 3, many countries increased their back-
ward participation in forest products after 2009. India contin-
ued to decline in 2010 before rebounding; Canada remained
relatively stable.

Both forward and backward, the GVC participation of
China, the United States, Japan, and India was low, but
their value-added output was high (Guo et al. 2022), indi-
cating that their forest product production is not highly
dependent on the international division system. Forest
products in the European Union countries are generally
more dependent on the international market and have a rel-
atively high degree of participation, mainly based on intra-
regional trade in Europe.

Canada’s carbon embodied in forest product exports
continued to decline, with significant fluctuations around
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the financial crisis in China, the United States, Germany,
and Indonesia (Fig. 4). The greatest degree of volatility
was in China; exports of embodied carbon emissions
increased after its accession to the WTO, to 21.83 million
tons in 2007. It fell to 13.7 million tons in 2009 as a result
of the impact of the world financial crisis. However, as
the world economy recovers, it shows a clear upward
trend.

Baseline regression results

The model is estimated using the two-stage least squares
(2SLS) method. Table 3 shows the results of the 2SLS first-
stage regression. Both GVC forward and backward participa-
tion are significantly negatively correlated with the instrumental
variables. This indicates that GVC participation significantly
declined in the treatment group relative to the control group fol-
lowing the financial crisis shock.
The 2SLS second-stage regressions also indicate that

GVC forward and backward participation are significantly
positively correlated with the explanatory variables. This
shows that the embodied carbon of forest product exports
declined more in countries with high GVC participation
than in countries with low GVC participation in 2008.
Given that countries with high GVC participation in 2008
experienced a greater decline in participation after 2009,
these results suggest that the decline in GVC participation
reduced embodied carbon in forest product exports.

The simplified panel regression indicates that countries
with high changes in GVC participation had relatively less
carbon embodied in forest product exports after the financial
crisis relative to countries with low changes. This provides
further evidence of the relevance of the instrumental
variables.
Table 3 also reports the heterogeneity of GVC participa-

tion patterns. It reveals that GVC forward participation
and GVC backward participation are significantly posi-
tively correlated with the explanatory variables at the 1
percent and 10 percent levels, respectively. This indicates
that, compared with GVC backward participation, the
financial crisis has a more significant impact on GVC for-
ward participation, and the fluctuation of export embodied
carbon is more significantly influenced by GVC forward
participation.
The forward participation in GVCs was significantly and

positively correlated with the carbon embodied in forest
products exports. This is not consistent with the findings of
Qian et al. (2022), who found that increased forward partici-
pation in GVCs at the national level reduced carbon emis-
sions via improved production technologies. This paper
looks at the sectoral level and, according to the OECD clas-
sification criteria, non–technology-intensive sectors include
wood and wood products (D16), paper products, and
printing and publishing (D17T18). The deepening of their
forwarding participation to achieve emission reductions
through technology effects is more limited and may be

Table 2.—Descriptive statistical analysis of variables. Data sources: Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development
database, UIBEGVC database, World Input–Output Database, and World Development Indicators database.

Variables Observations Mean Standard error Minimum Maximum

Explained variable lnCO2 533 0.127 1.543 �5.521 3.125

Explanatory variables GVCpt_ f 533 0.326 0.155 0.071 0.695

GVCpt_b 533 0.238 0.078 0.063 0.514

Control variables lncie 533 4.721 1.831 0.842 9.126

ren(%) 518 0.586 5.913 0.000 0.770

lnemp 533 5.129 1.704 1.095 10.160

pergdp(%) 533 2.679 3.77 �14.839 14.231

urbpopr(%) 533 0.836 1.05 �2.282 4.198

Coal(%) 518 0.066 0.264 0.000 5.427
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Figure 2.—Trends in GVC forward participation rates for selected National Forest products, 2002 to 2014. (See Appendix A for
country abbreviations).
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weaker than other effects that play a role in increasing
emissions, such as scale.
Backward participation in GVCs is also significantly and

positively associated with carbon embodied in forest prod-
uct exports, as shown in Table 3. These findings show that
deepening backward participation in the forest product
value chain leads to a more substantial increase in exported
embodied carbon than does forward participation. The
backward participation is more associated with downstream
processing and assembly manufacturing, which is the more
energy- and carbon-intensive part of the chain (Zhao et al.
2017). Countries with higher levels of GVC backward par-
ticipation have low technology content and high embodied
carbon emissions from exports (Meng et al. 2018). The
increase in backward participation represents an increase in
the share of imported foreign intermediate products and a
tendency for domestic production chains to move toward
the back end. These production chains have backward pro-
duction technology and high carbon intensity, thus increas-
ing CO2 emissions (Yu and Luo 2018). The backward

participation model enables these countries to participate in
GVCs more easily. However, the low level of technology
makes the backward participation in value chains have less
impact on regional industrial structure optimization and
production technology improvement; as such, the carbon
embodied in exports increases.

Parallel trend test

Figure 5 presents the change in export-embodied carbon
over time for larger (treatment group) and smaller (control
group) changes in GVC participation. The coefficients of
the interaction terms are not significantly different from
zero before the financial crisis shock, which indicates that
there was no significant difference between the treatment
and control groups before the financial crisis. The export-
embodied carbon in the treatment group relative to the con-
trol group decreased following the financial crisis, implying
that the financial crisis shock had a significant negative
effect on the treatment group.
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Figure 3.—Trends in GVC backward participation rates for selected National Forest products, 2002 to 2014. (See Appendix A for
country abbreviations).

 

0.0

5.0

10.0

15.0

20.0

25.0

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

20
09

20
10

20
11

20
12

20
13

20
14

C
ar

b
o

n
 E

m
b

o
d

ie
d

 i
n

 E
x

p
o

rt
s(

M
t 

C
O

2
)

Year

CHN

DEU

FRA

CAN

USA

JPN

ITA

IND

IDN

GBR

Figure 4.—Trends in carbon embodied in forest product exports in selected countries from 2002 to 2014. (See Appendix A for
country abbreviations).

286 GUOETAL.

http://prime-pdf-watermark.prime-prod.pubfactory.com/ | 2024-12-25



Placebo test

To test whether the estimation results are affected by unob-
servable factors and random factors that cannot be included in
the model, 12 countries are randomly selected from 41 coun-
tries as the “pseudo-treatment group” and other countries as
the control group. Then, “pseudo-shock dummy variables

(treatmentfalsei 3 crisisfalset )” were generated. The regression
results were obtained by repeating the regression 500 times
and Figure 6 shows the distribution of the estimated coeffi-
cients. The P values .0.1 indicate that the estimates in this
paper could not have been obtained by chance.

Robustness test

We conducted a series of robustness tests by changing

the control variables and replacing the explanatory variable

“exported embodied carbon” with “production carbon emis-

sions, lnCO2p,” as shown in Table 4.
By sequentially putting in the two control variables of trade

value added of forest products as a proportion of output value,
groexp, and net foreign investment inflow as a proportion of
GDP, fdi, the regression coefficients of GVC forward and

backward participation are both positive and significant. As
shown in the first four columns of Table 4, the results are
robust through the empirical results, indicating that an increase
in the GVC forward participation and GVC backward partici-
pation led to an increase in the embodied carbon of forest
products exports.
Columns (5) and (6) of Table 4 reveal that after replacing

the explanatory variable with production-based CO2 emis-
sions, lnCO2p, the regression coefficients of GVC forward
and backward participation are consistent with that prior to
the variable change. Their significance is also observed to
be consistent. In summary, both results prove the robustness
of the experimental results.

Mechanism test

Table 5 depicts the impact of GVC participation on the
size of forest product exports. Column (1) Panel A shows
the results of the first stage estimation and shows a signifi-
cant negative effect on GVC forward and backward partici-
pation after the financial crisis. Panel B shows a significant
positive effect of GVC forward participation on the scale of

pre_6 pre_5 pre_4 pre_3 pre_2 current post_1 post_2 post_3 post_4 post_5 post_6
Point of impact

Figure 5.—Parallel trend test. Note: Solid line represents the different temporal trends of export-embodied carbon with larger (treatment group) and
smaller (control group) changes in GVC participation. The dashed lines represent the 95 percent confidence interval for the estimated effect.

Table 3.—2SLS regression results. Note: (1) Robust standard errors are in parentheses; (2) � P, 0.1, �� P, 0.05, ��� P , 0.01.

GVCpt_ f (1) GVCpt_b (2) Simplified type (3)

Panel A. First stage estimation (dependent variable: GVC)

treatmenti 3 crisist �0.039��� (0.014) �0.015� (0.007)

Panel B. Second stage estimation (dependent variable: lnCO2)

GVCpt_f 4.802��� (1.543)
GVCpt_b 12.576� (7.305)

Panel C. Simplified estimation (dependent variable: lnCO2)

treatmenti 3 crisist �0.185�� (0.08)
Observations 518 518 518

Control variables Yes Yes Yes

Year and Country fix effect Yes Yes Yes
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forest product exports after fitting the instrumental variables
in the second stage. However, the backward effect is not
significant. Column (3) further reports the estimation results
in simplified form, where the estimated coefficients of the
instrumental variables are negative and statistically significant,
indicating that countries with large changes in GVC participa-
tion reduced the scale of forest product exports relatively more
after the financial crisis compared with countries with smaller
changes. Exports of embodied carbon decreased. This suggests
that a decrease in forwarding participation in global value
chains implies a decrease in domestic value added of forest
products to downstream links for export, which leads to a
contraction in total exports and fewer carbon emissions
(Shi et al. 2022).
Did high GVC participation promote capital investment?

Column (4) Panel A shows the results of the first stage
estimation, where the instrumental variable of this paper is
significantly negative for GVC forward and backward par-
ticipation. Panel B shows the significant positive effect of
GVC forward participation on the amount of capital per

capita in forest products after fitting the instrumental vari-
ables in the second stage, but the backward effect is not
significant. This suggests that capital investment is primar-
ily facilitated through GVC forward participation. Column
(6) reports the estimation results in simplified form, where
the estimated coefficients of the instrumental variables are
negative and statistically significant, indicating that countries
with large changes in GVC participation have relatively lower
capital investment after the financial crisis, which contributes
to lower growth rates of capital-intensive products. Carbon
embodied in exports decreased.

Column (7) and (8) of Table 5 demonstrates the effect of
GVC participation on the proportion of skilled personnel, as
measured by the proportion of higher education. The results
show that there is a significant positive effect of GVC for-
ward participation on the proportion of skilled talent for the
forest products fitted with the second-stage instrumental
variables, indicating a lower growth rate of the proportion
of skilled talent at low GVC forward participation. However,
the backward effect is still not significant. Column (9) of

Figure 6.—Placebo test.

Table 4.—Robustness tests. Note: (1) Robust standard errors are in parentheses; (2) � P , 0.1, �� P , 0.05, ��� P , 0.01.

Adding groexp Adding fdi

Changing explained

variable

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

First stage estimate (dependent variable: GVC)

treatmenti 3 crisist �0.033�� (0.013) �0.011� (0.006) �0.033�� (0.014) �0.011� (0.006) �0.035�� (0.013) �0.013�� (0.006)
Second stage estimate

Dependent variable: lnCO2 Dependent variable: lnCO2p

GVCpt_f 5.802��� (1.831) 5.790��� (1.668) 5.364�� (2.723)
GVCpt_b 16.879� (9.457) 16.876� (9.476) 14.101�� (5.705)
Observations 518 518 518 518 518 518

Control variables Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Year and Country fix effect Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
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Table 5 further reports the estimation results in simplified
form, indicating that countries with large changes in GVC
participation have a lower growth rate of skilled talent and an
increase in the embodied carbon of exports after the financial
crisis. This suggests that, if GVC forward participation
increases, it will increase the demand for senior researchers
and designers in the upstream sectors of production design
and development (Shi et al. 2022). High-tech talents can
improve the efficiency of resource utilization by mastering
advanced science and technology and management experi-
ence. This can not only lower the energy consumption per
unit of output, but also foster a knowledge and technology
intensive growth mode for the industry and provide more
exports of clean products. Therefore, the embodied carbon in
exports can be reduced to some extent (Guo et al. 2022).

Conclusions and Discussion
The effect of GVC participation on embodied carbon in

forest product exports is investigated based on forest prod-
uct sector data for 41 countries from 2002 to 2014. To alle-
viate the endogeneity of GVC participation and embodied
carbon in exports, a quasi-natural experiment with a nega-
tive GVC participation shock (i.e., the 2008 financial crisis)
is used as an instrumental variable for GVC participation.
The impact of GVC participation on embodied carbon in
forest product exports is then evaluated. More specifically,
the difference in embodied carbon in forest product exports
between countries with more reduced GVC participation
after the 2008 financial crisis (treatment group) and coun-
tries with less reduced GVC participation (control group) is
compared by a double difference method. The reduction in
GVC participation was observed to significantly reduce the
embodied carbon of forest product exports. Considering the
heterogeneity of forest product GVC participation patterns,
deepening backward participation in forest product value
chains may lead to a more substantial increase in carbon
emissions compared with forward participation. The results
are found to be robust after a series of robustness tests. Fur-
thermore, the instrumental variables approach is used to exam-
ine the influencing mechanism of forward GVC participation
on embodied carbon in forest product exports. Compared with
countries with small changes in GVC participation, countries
with large changes are determined to reduce embodied carbon
in exports after the financial crisis through a relatively larger
reduction in the scale of forest product exports and a relative
decrease in capital investment. This in turn leads to a decrease
in the growth rate of capital-intensive products and an increase
in embodied carbon in exports through a relative reduction in
the proportion of skilled personnel. The relative decrease in
the growth rate of skilled personnel subsequently increases the
embodied carbon in exports.
This paper finds that GVC participation is positively

related to embodied carbon emissions from forest product
exports. This is inconsistent with the findings of Qian et al.
(2022), who determined that the increase in forward GVC
participation at the national level reduced carbon emissions
and was achieved through improved production technology.
This suggests that the difference between the industry and
national levels can result in distinct findings because the indus-
try level is also subject to constraints such as industry character-
istics. Moreover, if an industry sector is not technologically
advanced, the deepening of participation may promote theT
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export of implied carbon emissions. Thus, an effective strat-
egy to accelerate carbon emission reductions in the national
forest products sector should focus principally on technologi-
cal improvements. This paper was constrained by certain lim-
itations but also provides directions for future work. For
example, we obtained the data of export and import embod-
ied carbon and other related carbon indicators based on the
MRIO model and OECD database. Directly measuring the
embodied carbon indicators of global value chain participa-
tion based on the value-added framework requires further
research and is reserved for future work. Furthermore, knowl-
edge and spatial spillovers provide new perspectives to study
the impact mechanism of GVC participation on carbon emis-
sions, yet they were not analyzed in detail here because of
the differing focus and space requirements of the paper.
The empirical results of this paper on the relationship

between GVC participation and carbon embodied in forest
product exports have policy implications for a country’s
forest industry. First, forest industry development policies
aimed at increasing the share of GVC participation need to
be pursued with caution because deepening GVC participa-
tion is likely to increase export embodied carbon. Second,
attention should be paid to the carbon-effect of forest prod-
uct forward value chain participation—it is necessary to
improve the ratio of value-added creation of local enter-
prises to drive technological upgrading and environmental
protection standards of the domestic forest industry. Third,
the decline of forward GVC participation will increase the
embodied carbon emissions of forest product exports through
the decrease of the growth rate of the technical talent ratio.
Only when the technological effect created by the GVC par-
ticipation of the forest industry exceeds the scale effect and
structural effect, is it possible to make the embodied carbon
emissions of exports decrease. In this regard, human resource
development is a prerequisite. The upstream forestry industry
has a significant positive effect on the timber industry’s par-
ticipation in GVCs. While continuing to follow the green and
sustainable path of forestry, afforestation, and forest use, we
should expand forests to form a virtuous cycle of industrial
development, all of which cannot be achieved without the cul-
tivation of talent. The supply of talent (i.e., the number of
labor force members with higher education in forestry-related
fields) is necessary to meet the demand for the timber industry
in the global value chain.
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Glachant, M., D. Dussaux, Y. Ménière, and A. Dechezleprêtre. 2013.

Greening global value chains: Innovation and the international diffu-

sion of technologies and knowledge. World Bank Policy Research

Working Paper 6467. https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/

367611468330939550/pdf/WPS6467.pdf. Accessed August 26, 2023.
Gong, A. 2013. Research on position of China’s manufacturing industry

in global value chain division system & carbon emission embodied in

export. Econ. Manag. 27:72–76. https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-

3890.2013.08.012
Grossman, G. M. and A. B. Krueger. 1991. Environmental impacts of a

North American free trade agreement. Working Paper 3914. National

Bureau of Economic Research, Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA.

https://doi.org/10.3386/w3914. https://www.nber.org/system/files/

working_papers/w3914/w3914.pdf. Accessed August 26, 2023.
Gu, A., J. Lv, and Z. Wang. 2014. Carbon footprint characteristics of

wooden products industry chain in China. Environ. Sci. Technol.

37:247–252. https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-6504.2014.12.046
Guo, L., N. Lin, W. Wang, and Z. Zheng. 2022. Impact of global value

chain division on carbon embodied in forest product exports. Forestry

Econ. 44(09):76–96. https://doi.org/10.13843/j.cnki.lyjj.20221108.001
Hou, F., and H. Li. 2020. Factors influencing China’s timber industry’s

participation into the division of global value chain. Forestry Econ.

42:3–18. https://doi.org/10.13843/j.cnki.lyjj.20200812.002
Hou, F., R. Pei, C. Liu, and Y. Zhang. 2022. Influences of China’s for-

est product industry embedding in the global value chain on the

embodied carbon emissions in trade. J. Cent. S. Univ. Forestry

Technol. 42(10):177–188.
Huang, Y., Y. Cang, and A. Li. 2012. Analysis of the current situation

and countermeasures of China’s forest products trade in the post-finan-

cial crisis period.World Agric. 3:34–36.
Hummels, D., J. Ishii, and K.M. Yi. 2001. The nature and growth of ver-

tical specialization in world trade. J. Int. Econ. 54(1):75–96.

290 GUOETAL.

http://prime-pdf-watermark.prime-prod.pubfactory.com/ | 2024-12-25

https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.1911
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/11f0027m/11f0027m2014090-eng.pdf?st=RaYiMAUJ
https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/en/pub/11f0027m/11f0027m2014090-eng.pdf?st=RaYiMAUJ
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/639481554384583291/pdf/Measuring-What-Matters-in-Global-Value-Chains-and-Value-Added-Trade.pdf
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/639481554384583291/pdf/Measuring-What-Matters-in-Global-Value-Chains-and-Value-Added-Trade.pdf
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/639481554384583291/pdf/Measuring-What-Matters-in-Global-Value-Chains-and-Value-Added-Trade.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003179900
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003179900
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-6260.2009.03.012
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1001-6260.2009.03.012
https://doi.org/10.19744/j.cnki.11-1235/f.2008.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.06.103
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-09298-8
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/367611468330939550/pdf/WPS6467.pdf
https://documents1.worldbank.org/curated/en/367611468330939550/pdf/WPS6467.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-3890.2013.08.012
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-3890.2013.08.012
https://doi.org/10.3386/w3914
https://www.nber.org/system/files/working_papers/w3914/w3914.pdf
https://www.nber.org/system/files/working_papers/w3914/w3914.pdf
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-6504.2014.12.046
https://doi.org/10.13843/j.cnki.lyjj.20221108.001
https://doi.org/10.13843/j.cnki.lyjj.20200812.002


Khattak, A., C. Stringer, M. Benson-Rea, and N. Haworth. 2015. Envi-
ronmental upgrading of apparel firms in global value chains: Evidence
from Sri Lanka. Compet. Chang. 19:317–335. https://doi.org/10.1177/
1024529415581972

Li, B., and X. Peng. 2011. The study of carbon emission effect of China’s
foreign trade impacting the environment—An empirical analysis by
the introduction of global value chain perspective. Res. Econ. Manag.
7:40–48. https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-7636.2011.07.006

Li, M., B. Meng, Y. Gao, Z. Wang, Y. Zhang, and Y. Sun. 2022. Tracing
CO2 emissions in global value chains: Multinationals vs. domesti-
cally-owned firms[R]. Sustainable Global Supply Chains Discussion
Papers 2. https://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/262207/1/SGSC-
DP2.pdf. Accessed August 26, 2023.

Li, H., B. Cheng, and J. Yang. 2023. The influence of epidemic situation
on the layout of global value chain of timber industry: Based on the
general equilibrium model of global value chain. J. Agrotech. Econ.
6:81–98. https://doi.org/10.13246/j.cnki.jae.20220418.001

Liddle, B. 2015. What are the carbon emissions elasticities for income
and population? Bridging STIRPAT and EKC via robust heteroge-
neous panel estimates. Glob. Environ. Change 31:62–73. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.10.016

Liu, H., J. Li, H. Long, Z. Li, and C. Le. 2018. Promoting energy and
environmental efficiency within a positive feedback loop: Insights
from global value chain. Energy Policy 121:175–184. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.enpol.2018.06.024

Lv, J., J. Liu, and Z. Wang. 2013. The characteristics of carbon footprint
of export wooden forestry products of China. Environ. Sci. Technol.
36:306–310. https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-6504.2013.6L.074 https://
www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/
306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_
wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/
The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-prod
ucts-of-China.pdf?_tp¼eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6In
B1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0a
W9uRGV0YWlsIn19. Accessed August 26, 2023.

Meng, B., G. P. Peters, and Z. Wang. 2015. Tracing greenhouse gas
emissions in global value chains. Stanford Center for International
Development Working Paper No. 525. https://kingcenter.stanford.edu/
sites/g/files/sbiybj16611/files/media/file/525wp_0_0.pdf. Accessed
August 26, 2023.

Meng, B., G. P. Peters, Z. Wang, and M. Li. 2018. Tracing CO2 emis-
sions in global value chains. Energy Econ. 73:24–42. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.eneco.2018.05.013

Peng, S. and W. Zhang. 2016. How do trade gap and trade conditions of
pollution affect China’s trade surplus of containing carbon? Analysis
based on input–output table. Int. Bus. Res. 37:5–17. https://doi.org/10.
13680/j.cnki.ibr.2016.01.001

Peng, T., Z. Ning, and H. Yang. 2022. Embodied CO2 in China’s trade of
harvested wood products based on an MRIO model. Ecol. Indic.
137,108742 .

Qian, Z., Y. Zhao, Q. Shi, L. Zheng, S. Wang, and J. Zhu. 2022. Global
value chains participation and CO2 emissions in RCEP countries.
J. Cleaner Prod. 332:130070. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.
130070

Shi, Q., Y. Zhao, Z. Qian, L. Zheng, and S. Wang. 2022. Global value
chains participation and carbon emissions: Evidence from Belt and
Road countries. Appl. Energy 310:118505 .

Shrestha, P. and C. Sun. 2019. Carbon emission flow and transfer through
international trade of forest products. Forest Sci. 65(4):439–451.

Spaiser, V., K. Scott, A. Owen, and R. Holland. 2019. Consumption-
based accounting of CO2 emissions in the sustainable development
Goals Agenda. Int. J. Sustain. Dev. World. Ecol. 26:282–289. https://
doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2018.1559252

Sun, H. and X. M. Du. 2020. The impact of global value chains’ partici-
pation degree and position on industrial carbon productivity. China Popul.
Resour. Environ. 30:27–37. https://doi.org/10.12062/cpre.20200309

Tamiotti, L., A. Olhoff, R. Teh, V. Kulaço�glu, B. Simmons, and H.
Abaza. 2009. Trade and climate change: A report by The United

Nations Environment Programme and The World Trade Organization.

UNEP/Earthprin. https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.28654.82245. https://

www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_

and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_

Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24

de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-

Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_

tp¼eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRG

V0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19. Accessed

August 26, 2023.

United Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO). 2002.

Industrial Development Report 2002/2003: Competing through Inno-

vation and Learning. United Nations Industrial Development Organi-

zation, Vienna, Austria.

Wang, L., Y. Fu, and S. Xu. 2014. Quantitative study on embodied car-

bon of China’s forest product industry. China Popul. Resour. Environ.

24:28–31.

Wang, Z., S. Wei, X. Yu, and K. Zhu. 2017. Characterizing global value

chains: Production length and upstreamness. National Bureau of Eco-

nomic Research Working Paper 23261. https://www.nber.org/system/

files/working_papers/w23261/w23261.pdf. Accessed August 26, 2023.

Wu, H., R. Wang, and M. Yin. 2022. Global forest products export trade

network pattern and influencing factors based on ERGM. J. Agro-For-

estry Econ. Manag. 21:188–197. https://doi.org/10.16195/j.cnki.cn36-

1328/f.2022.02.21

Wu, J., Q. Guo, Z. Wang, and D. Hao. 2014. Export variation of primary

forest products in China and the United States and the impact factor

analysis. Forest Eng. 30(4):186–189.

Xie, R. and G. Zhao. 2016. Investigating the environment effect of Chi-

na’s foreign trade in perspective of GMRIO model. J. Quant. Technol.

Econ. 33:84–102. https://doi.org/10.13653/j.cnki.jqte.2016.05.006

Xie, X., F. Li, and B. Cheng. 2021. Accounting of implied carbon emis-

sions from the export of Sino–Russian forest products from the per-

spective of value added trade. Issues Forestry Econ. 41(03):296–303.

Xing, Y., E. Gentile, and D. Dollar (Eds.). 2021. Global value chain

development report 2021: Beyond production. The Asian Develop-

ment Bank, the Research Institute for Global Value Chains at the

University of International Business and Economics, the World

Trade Organization, the Institute of Developing Economies–Japan

External Trade Organization, and the China Development Research

Foundation, Mandaluyong City, Philippines. 246 pp. http://dx.doi.

org/10.22617/TCS210400-2

Xiong, L., B. Cheng, and L. Wang. 2019. The influence of Sino–US trade

friction on the export trade of forest products from the perspective of

global value chain and its enlightenment. Forestry Econ. 41(12):3–

9þ 78.

Yao, X., W. U. H. Shah, R. Yasmeen, Y. Zhang, M. A. Kamal, and A.

Khan. 2021. The impact of trade on energy efficiency in the global

value chain: A simultaneous equation approach. Sci. Total Environ.

765:142759 . https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142759

Yu, C. and Z. Luo. 2018. What are China’s real gains within global value

chains? Measuring domestic value added in China’s exports of manu-

factures. China Econ. Rev. 47:263–273. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

chieco.2017.08.010

Zhang, K. and D. Wang. 2014. The interaction and spatial spillover

between agglomeration and pollution. China Ind. Econ. 6:70–82.

https://doi.org/10.19581/j.cnki.ciejournal.2014.06.007

Zhao, Y., Y. Liu, Z. Zhang, S. Wang, H. Li, and A. Ahmad. 2017. CO2

emissions per value added in exports of China: A comparison with

USA based on generalized logarithmic mean Divisia index decomposi-

tion. J. Cleaner Prod. 144:287–298. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.

2017.01.031

Zhou, Y., B. Cheng, W. You, and W. Zheng. 2022. Analysis of global

log trade network structure and crisis propagation simulation. J. Nanj-

ing Univ. Nat. Sci. 46(05):192–200. https://doi.org/10.12302/j.issn.

1000-2006.202101040

FORESTPRODUCTS JOURNAL Vol. 73, No. 3 291

http://prime-pdf-watermark.prime-prod.pubfactory.com/ | 2024-12-25

https://doi.org/10.1177/1024529415581972
https://doi.org/10.1177/1024529415581972
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-7636.2011.07.006
https://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/262207/1/SGSC-DP2.pdf
https://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/262207/1/SGSC-DP2.pdf
https://doi.org/10.13246/j.cnki.jae.20220418.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.10.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.06.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.06.024
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1003-
6504.2013.6L.074
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Zhen-Wang-101/publication/306060526_The_characteristics_of_carbon_footprint_of_export_wooden_forestry_products_of_China/links/57ad484d08ae3765c3bb228b/The-characteristics-of-carbon-footprint-of-export-wooden-forestry-products-of-China.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://kingcenter.stanford.edu/sites/g/files/sbiybj16611/files/media/file/525wp_0_0.pdf
https://kingcenter.stanford.edu/sites/g/files/sbiybj16611/files/media/file/525wp_0_0.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2018.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2018.05.013
https://doi.org/10.13680/j.cnki.ibr.2016.01.001
https://doi.org/10.13680/j.cnki.ibr.2016.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.130070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.130070
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2018.1559252
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2018.1559252
https://doi.org/10.12062/cpre.20200309
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.28654.82245
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Anne-Olhoff/publication/307476905_Trade_and_Climate_Change_A_report_by_the_United_Nations_Environment_Programme_and_the_World_Trade_Organization/links/57c6a97a08aec24de042121a/Trade-and-Climate-Change-A-report-by-the-United-Nations-Environment-Programme-and-the-World-Trade-Organization.pdf?_tp=eyJjb250ZXh0Ijp7ImZpcnN0UGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIiwicGFnZSI6InB1YmxpY2F0aW9uRGV0YWlsIn19
https://www.nber.org/system/files/working_papers/w23261/w23261.pdf
https://www.nber.org/system/files/working_papers/w23261/w23261.pdf
https://doi.org/10.16195/j.cnki.cn36-1328/f.2022.02.21
https://doi.org/10.16195/j.cnki.cn36-1328/f.2022.02.21
https://doi.org/10.13653/j.cnki.jqte.2016.05.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.22617/TCS210400-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.22617/TCS210400-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142759
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chieco.2017.08.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chieco.2017.08.010
https://doi.org/10.19581/j.cnki.ciejournal.2014.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.01.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.01.031
https://doi.org/10.12302/j.issn.1000-2006.202101040
https://doi.org/10.12302/j.issn.1000-2006.202101040


Appendix A.—Abbreviations of countries or regions studied in
this article.

Code Country

AUS Australia

AUT Austria

BEL Belgium

BRA Brazil

CAN Canada

CHE Switzerland

CHL Chile

CHN China

COL Colombia

CRI Costa Rica

CZE Czech Republic

DEU Germany

DNK Denmark

ESP Spain

EST Estonia

FIN Finland

FRA France

GBR Britain

HUN Hungary

IDN Indonesia

IND India

IRL Ireland

ISR Israel

ITA Italy

JPN Japan

KOR Korea, Rep.

LTU Lithuania

LVA Latvia

MEX Mexico

MYS Malaysia

NLD Ireland

NZL New Zealand

PHL Philippines

POL Poland

PRT Portugal

ROU Romania

RUS Russia

SAU Saudi Arabia

SGP Singapore

SWE Sweden

THA Thailand

TUR Turkey

USA America

VNM Vietnam

292 GUOETAL.
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